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extension in favour of recognised international agencies and their
officers, lies not so much in the licence to commit offences^ with
the part of respectable diplomats who can be certafiToF
sanctions in that event, as in their possible extension to the
;rading activities of modern States. In this connection it may be
noted that, although the immunity from process extends to State
property destined for the public use since it rests upon the dignity
of national States,1 the House of Lords has left open the question of
its application to State-owned trading ships; Compania Naviera
Vascongado v. SS. Cristina, [1938] A.C. 485.2
In the third place there are one or two instances where internal
political expediency has required the conferment of special immuni-
ties. In particular the Trade Disputes Act, 1906, s. 4 (1), prohibits
the bringing of any action against a trade union in respect of a tort.
This rule applies whether the trade union is sued in its own name or
through its officers. It has always been impossible to bring an action
against an unincorporated body as such, e.g. social clubs and many
charitable institutions, though individual members or officers are,
of course, liable for wrongful acts in which they take part: Hardie
and Lane Ltd. v. Chfltern, [1928] 1 K.B. 663; but it was held (prior to
thjt Trade Disputes Act, 1906) that an action could be brought
against trade unions, which were given special statutory privileges
not enjoyed by other unincorporated associations but were also sub-
jectTto important disabilities:3 Toff Vale Railway v. 'Amalgamated
Societies of Railway Servants, [1901 ] A.C. 426. A trade union can, to
a limited extent,4 sue and be sued on its contracts, and an action for
tort can be brought against individual members, unless acts normally
wrongful are protected by some other statutory provisions, e.g.
section 3 of the Trade Disputes Act, 1906, which removes liability for
inducing a breach of contract, provided the act done is in contempla-
tion or furtherance of a trade dispute. The immunity of trade unions
is an immunity from all actions for tort and is not confined to acts
done in contemplation or furtherance of a trade dispute: Yacher v.
Lq^doriSocfe^of Compositors, {1913} A.C. 107. The trustees of a
union may be suedIn relation to union property vested in them pro-
vided that the action does not relate to a tortious act committed by
or on behalf of a union in contemplation or furtherance of a trade
dispute.
1 The Parlement Beige (1880), 5 P.D. 197.
a P. 2\\,po$t.
8 See Trade Union Act, 1871, which provided that the purposes of a trade
union should not be deemed unlawful merely because they might be in restraint
of trade and gave to trade unions a limited legal capacity.
4 Thus a member who has been expelled in breach of the rules of his union
cannot recover damages from the union: Bonsor v. Musicians* Union, [1954]
Ch. 479,

